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very Qifficult ant pernans imnocsible to ne- 
joviate in A broad multilateral contest 
One is led to conclude that regional 
Zlona approaches to the contro! of 
trausfers are llagly to be more proints- 
than the Sovelonene of broad controls 
) states tend to 
requirements on ithe 
ry capabilities of neigh- 
stat han states oubsiee their 
Furtnermore, security conditions 
signiticantly froin one reglon or sub- 
Yr TO at avtin America, for ex- 
. there rely low level of ten- 
arms sophistication and perception of 
_ threat. in contrast, the Near Baar is 
i sions aud threat perecep- 
and farve umounts of advanced 
onry are present, Kyen within this re- 
gion there are seine differences between 
the problems of the Persian Chulf and the 
rivairy betwoen Israel and tha Arab con- 
froniation s states. In addition to the yvaria- 
tions Im arms demund among regions, a fur- 
their obstacle the global controls arises from 
the major differences which exist in the mil 4 


tary, 


or 


Ush their forve 
Of the milits 


% political and economic Interests of thel 
various arms supplier slates in various re- 
gions or.sub-revions.. Thus restraints most 
suppers might find acceptable in one region 
mignt be totally unacceptable to some or to 
ail if applied in other regions. 2 
, Restraints on arms transters on a regional 
basis might come «bout as a result of formal 
arrangements or tacit understandings among 
onal recipients, supplier stutes, or com- 
binations of both. In some regions, the must 
acoropriate approach might be arrangements 
among recipients. In others, ib may ba more 
Polat ul’ to seek mutual” restraints AWDONE 
uppliers to the area. 
However, our’ analysis 


suggests that 


‘formidable political and psychological ob- 


sracles would have to be overcome ln most 
regions to attain meaningful restraint ar- 
ranzerments, whether based on supplier un- 
derstandings or ezreement among recipients. 

In conclusion, ft should be kept In 
that neither the US andi its Allles, on the one 

hand, nor the Warsaw Pact countries on the 
other, would allow outside powers to limit or 
regulate the pattern of arms transfers among 
their respective alliance grownpings.- There- 


fore, proposals for multtlateral arms trans- _ 


fer restraint, to have any chance of adoption, 


must be limited to arms shipments from In- - 
_Gustrial states to the developing countries. - 


Most developing countries would perceive 
any such arrns trausfer restrain proposals as 
aiscriminatory and designed to codify and 
perpetuate._ttheir military inferiority, par- 
ticularly if-one or more of the larger indus- 
trial states were the author of the proposal. 
While less developed countries are aware that 
heavy arms expenditures conflict with thatr 
economic and social development goals, they 
will. jealously Insist upon their sovereien 
rignt to estat thelr own security and 
cevelopment priorities and witl resent acivice, 
however well-intentioned, 
industrial powers. woe! 

‘If ome or another -industrial country 
should decide to press actlyvely for multi- 


lateral arms limizations on developing coun- 


tries, the more pubdlic such efforts the more 
antipathy they wilt inspire among the rov- 


‘ernments to whom they are addressed. And 


er greater the resentment among the de- 

eloping -countries concerned, the less en- 
thusinsm other sunplier countries wil have 
to join in the endeavor. 

The foregolng aiscussion suggests that the 
most promisiuy multilateral restraint pro- 
posals will be those that derive from initia- 
tives taken by leaders in the region or regions 
concerned. This is not to argue that the 


larger industrial countries can play no use- . 


ful. role in thls matter; on the contrary, 
oe support wilh be helpful and perhaps es- 
sential to the 


paele 
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with other sug and re Cipla es fais 
to achieve restr when such citonteee 
pear likely to eed, Our. cnatlysis 


gests, however, t the crforts of indu 
states wlll be more lixely to bear fri 
they ere pursued through qulet:diplor 
exchanges than if they are exposed tc 
Tull glare of inte Thattonal publicity, 
ww 
INVESTIGATION OF THE DE. 
ORLANDO LETELL&ER 


Mr. ABOUREZK. Mr. President, on 
behalf of Senators Leany, Javirs, Mc- 
Govern, GMasker., Tunney, Gary Farr, 
and myselt, I intend to introduce a joint 


ATE 


~ resolution calling upon the President to 


initiate a formal investigation into the 
death of Orlando Letelier,. the former 
Chil.an Armbe dor to the United 
States and Minister of Defense and For- 
cign Affairs under Galvadeore Allende. 
As my colleazues are aware, Mr, Lete- 
lier und his coworker, Ronni - Moffitt, 
were brutally rvurdered Tuesday when a 
boms attached to the Letelier car ex- 
ploded’on Sheridan Circle in Washing- 
ton, D.Cl Both the District of Columbia 
police and the FBI are investigating. 
‘the cirei tances surrounding Or- 
lindo Letelier’s death and the means by 
which it was 2ccomplshed call for more 
thun a routine investigation. 
cumstances raise the question of assas- 
sination at the direction af. the. Chilean 
junta. - . 
‘Letelier was in the United States be- 
cause he could no longer live safely in 


Chile, where he had been: imprisoned: 


and tortured by the military junta which 
overthrew the Allende government. Lete~ 
lier was able to leave prison and Chile 
only through the intervention of 
scholars and public figures in other Latin 
American countries and the United 
States, ~ ot AEP at 
During his stay in the United States, 
Leteler was an eloquent spokesman for 
the cause of human rights in Chile. 
More recently. his criticisms: began to 
focus on the role of international finance 


in supporting the junta and extending 
its reactionary practices. Letelier, as a 


respected economist and diplomat, be- 
came 2 Visibie and significant opponent 
of Chile’s ruling military clique. 

Less than 2 weeks ago, the junta which 
had jailed and reluctantly-released him 
decreed that Letelier was no longer a 
Chilean citizen: This acti 
ported by an allegation that Letelier had 
prevented the junta from obtetans a 
foreign Joan. 

“Letelier’s life was Cuneatened at this. 
time. Two other high ranking officials 
from the Allende government both living 
in exile, have bean murdered in cireum- 
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The cir~-. 


“. whatsoever kind and magmitucta 


mh was SUup-— 


WG ABLIVA TU, PUALUIULEL USHTEOOMLALIONS may 
become as frequent in our streets as they 
are in the streets of many uniortinate 
uropean and Latin Armerican countries 
already. It is thus crucial to search ont 
any divect or indirect links between az ny 
fovernment or its agencies and the Sep- 
teniber 2L bombing. 

The resolution remires a publie, un- 
classified report to fhe Conesress within 
120 days OF enactment. The report mo 
certify that a full and complete inve 
gation has heen undertaken. In addition, 
it requires the results of the inquiry into 


_ any governments Jnvolvernent be muda 


public. 

As I indicated Seiler: the givestions 
ratsed by the death of Letelier need an~ 
swers which can only be provided by the 
investixative resources of the executive - 
branch. In the absence of those answars,. 
{do not believe that the United States 
can continue to risk even the poss 
ity that our economic assistance, of 3 
la, may 
shelp support a regime in some way im- 
plicated in acts of international ASSAS- 
sination. - 

- This resolution therefore ‘provi tds : 
that the failure of the President te pro- © 
vide the resul Ss ot the juvestigation with 
respect Lo possiole Chilean savernmental 
involvement ill, automnatically termi- 
nate all assistance to that counwy. Un- 
Jess the President can and coas ASHUrd 
Conuress and the Amerieon people that 
a Chorough investi on inte i re 
fair has fully satisfied ae t 
is no evidence of direct or iz 
plicity on the part of the presen 
Government, the Unite] 
fiave no hesitaney in bie 
amount of economic assistance 
vide to teat country. 

Because of documented violations of 
human rights, the United States has al- 
ready cut off military. assistance to Chila. . 
In addition, we have put a limit on the 
amounts. of economic assistance which 
we provide that country. We should have , 
no hesitation in eliminating even that - 
reduced level of assistance if it enhances 
the security of a government which may : 
count assassination amon its poli tical 
-options. 


Mr. President, I regret having to in- 


here 


ro 
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